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sovereignty after the set-back of the Dred Scott
decision.

But there was one other way in which popular
sovereignty could be defended. Although, by the
Dred Scott decision, Congress or a Territorial
legislature could not prohibit slavery in a Ter-
ritory, state constitutions could permit or pro-
hibit slavery. The Dred Scott decision had no
effect upon them. So while popular sovereignty
might not seem to have much scope among the
people of a Territory while it was a Terri-
tory, it would become operative when they were
preparing a constitution with a view to being
admitted as a state of the Union. Not that this
arrangement gave much comfort to those who
opposed the extension of slavery. It meant that
the people of a Territory in which the institu-
tion of slavery was legal, and in which it might
already exist, were to be expected to decide,
when they prepared their constitution for
admission as a state, that the institution of
slavery should no longer exist within its borders,
In some cases this might be effected fairly
easily; in some Territories slavery, though per-
missible, would not have taken root. But it
would not be easy in all

Meanwhile Douglas had an opportunity of
asserting his doctrine of popular sovereignty in
the case of Kansas. The people of the Territory
and the legislature of the Territory could not
prevent slavery there, by the Dred Scott deci-
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